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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 5-9, 12-17, 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by OKIMOTO (U.S. Patent 6,160,631). 

As to claim 1, OKIMOTO teaches a computer program product, comprising: a 
computer-readable medium containing instructions for controlling a computer system 
(col. 6, lines 30-39; col. 7, lines 42-61 ; col. 39, lines 54 - col. 40, line 3) to perform a 
method of delaying an initiation of an operation, the method comprising: requesting that 
a user input a delay criteria (date and time) before the initiation of the operation (via the 
operator inputting his/her instruction to print the document and inputting information in 
subsequent windows, in particular the print mail transmission settings screen which 
allows the operator to input settings for date and time when the print data is desired to 
be printed at the destination) (col. 10, lines 6-14; col. 11, lines 3-14; col. 11, line 15- 
col. 12, line 15; col. 13, line 66 -col. 14, line 33); and delaying performance by the 
computer system of the operation until the delay criteria has been met (col. 20, lines 30- 
46; col. 6, lines 1-6); wherein the operation comprises at least one operation chosen 
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from the group consisting of a print command, an e-mailing distribution, as software 
installation, a file transfer protocol upload, a web site posting and an internet phone call 
(via a print mail command). 

As to claim 2, OKIMOTO teaches the delay criteria is at least one chosen from 
the group consisting of a time interval, a set time, and the occurrence of a particular 
condition (date and time) (col. 14, lines 16-33). 

As to claim 5, OKIMOTO teaches the operation comprises printing a document 
(col. 8, lines 59-65; col. 10, lines 6-27; col. 11, lines 3-14). 

As to claim 6, OKIMOTO teaches the delaying step comprises storing the 
document in a job store (predetermined storage area / transmission log storage) (col. 
10, lines 6-14; col. 11, lines 3-14; col. 11, line 15 -col. 12, line 15; col. 13, line 66 -col. 
14, line 33). 

As to claim 7, OKIMOTO teaches the job store comprises at least one item chose 
from the group consisting of a printer memory, a personal computer memory, a spooler, 
a local area network, a wide area network, and an internet storage location 
" (predetermined storage area / transmission log storage / transmitted over a network) 
(col. 10, lines 6-14; col. 11, lines 3-14; col. 11, line 15 -col. 12, line 15; col. 13, line 66- 
col. 14, line 33). 
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As to claims 8, 9, 12-14, reference is made to a method that corresponds to the 
program product of claims 1 , 2 and 5-7 and therefore is met by the rejection of claims 1 , 
2 and 5-7 above. 

As to claims 15-17, 19 and 20, reference is made to a system that corresponds 
to the program product of claims 1 , 2 and 5-7 and is therefore met by the rejection of 
claims 1, 2 and 5-7 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3, 10 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over OKIMOTO (U.S. Patent 6,160,631) in view of SMITH (U.S. Patent 6,359,642). 

As to claim 3, OKIMOTO substantially discloses the invention above. However, 
OKIMOTO does not teach the cited functionality. SMITH teaches the operation (user 
selection of the print command from the print dialog box) includes an occurrence of a 
particular condition, i.e. detection of an idle printer (wherein when a user selects the 
document for print, a pre-start signal is sent to the change printer from an idle mode to a 
print mode if printer is detected as being idle) (col. 4, lines 1-32; col. 5, line 45 - col. 6, 
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line 27). Therefore, it would be obvious to one skilled in the art to combine the 
teachings of OKIMOTO with the teachings of SMITH in order to facilitate reduced print 
output time. 

As to claim 10, reference is made to a method that corresponds to the program 
product of claim 3 and therefore is met by the rejection of claim 3 above. 

As to claim 18, reference is made to a system that corresponds to the program 
product of claim 3 and is therefore met by the rejection of claim 3 above. 

5. Claims 4, 11, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over OKIMOTO (U.S. Patent 6,160,631) in view of MITSUTAKE (U.S. Patent 
6,240,460). 

As to claim 4, OKIMOTO substantially discloses the invention above. However, 
OKIMOTO does not teach the cited functionality. MITSUTAKE teaches the operation 
includes an occurrence of a particular condition, i.e. the detection of bandwidth available 
of a network connection (detecting bandwidth use for the transmitter and receiver) (col. 
8, lines 1-7; col. 8, lines 47 - col. 9, line 67). Therefore, it would be obvious to one 
skilled in the art to combine the teachings of OKIMOTO with the teachings of 
MITSUTAKE in order to facilitate efficient bandwidth usage in performing a print service. 
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As to claim 1 1 , reference is made to a method that corresponds to the program 
product of claim 4 and therefore is met by the rejection of claim 4 above. 

As to claim 18, reference is made to a system that corresponds to the program 
product of claim 4 and is therefore met by the rejection of claim 4 above. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 6/15/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant states that the Okimoto reference appears to describe an intended 
result that only comes to fruition after an initiation of the operation. In contrast, 
Applicant's independent claims as amended recite "requesting that a user input delay 
criteria before the initiation of the operation; and delaying performance by the computer 
system of the operation until the delay criteria has been met." Applicant has also 
alluded to the initiation by the computer of an operation as issuing print commands, 
issuing mail transmission commands, instigating of a file transfer protocol upload, etc. 
and that such initiation is delayed until the delay criteria has been satisfied. Applicant 
argues that the Okimoto reference therefore does not describe or anticipate a user 
inputs a delay criteria before the initiation of an operation, nor delaying performance by 
the computer system of the operation until the delay criteria has been met (response, 
pgs. 6-7). The examiner disagrees. The examiner agrees with Applicant that initiation 
by the computer of an operation could be the issuing of print commands, issuing of 
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mail transmission commands, and instigating of a file transfer protocol upload, 
however the interpretation of this limitation is not limited to these particular 
embodiments. The claim language that Applicant used is "requesting that a user input 
a delay criteria before the initiation of the operation... wherein the operation comprises 
at least one operation chosen from the group consisting of a print command, an e- 
mailing distribution, a software installation, a file transfer protocol upload, a web site 
posting and an internet phone call. "Initiation" is defined as to cause or facilitate the 
beginning of : set going. Initiation is not limited to the issuing or instigating of 
instructions, but includes the actual start of instruction execution, hence in a print 
command, the initial actual printing instructions. Okimoto teaches that a user enters via 
a graphical user interface a delay criteria (date and time). The printer upon receiving 
the instructions does not begin executing the print command (via output the data) until 
the delay criteria is met (see column 6, lines 1-6, "...the print data included with the mail 
can be outputted by the printer at the indicated date and time."). Hence, the printer 
on the destination computer does not execute or initiate the execution of its print 
command until the date and time as indicated have been met. Therefore, the teachings 
of Okimoto meet the limitations as disclosed because the print data is not outputted and 
thereby initiated until the date and time, as entered prior by the user, are met. 

Applicant argues that the same reasoning in regards to the 103 rejection of 
claims 3, 10, 18, 21, and 22. In response, the examiner refers to the arguments made 
above in showing that Okimoto and therefore the combination adequately teaches the 
limitations as disclosed and therefore the rejection is maintained. 
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Previously Cited Prior Art Relevant but Not Relied Upon 

The following references where used in a prior communication wherein the 
claims alluded to the delay criteria being entered prior to the initiation of the operation: 

Previously Cited U.S. Patent 6,567,176 (Jeyachandran) from Office Action 
mailed 3/15/04 teaches a user inputting delay criteria for a job, i.e. waiting until the 
printer is idle, and delaying the initiation / execution of the print operation until the printer 
is idle. 

Previously Cited "OpenVMS User's Manual" by Digital Equipment Corporation, 
herein DEC, from Office Action mailed 3/15/04 teaches a user inputting a time delay for 
a snapshot of the screen to be taken and issued to be printed before the actual taking 
and printing of the snapshot (see page 5). 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lewis A. Bullock, Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3759. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:30 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng An can be reached on (571 ) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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